
REMARKS 

In view of bcith the amendments presented above 
and tine tcillowing aiscussion, the Applicants submit that 
none ot the claims new pendin^g in the abc)ve-ident if led 
apf) Li'i-ati'jn (assumin^g that the Examiner in charge of the 
atiove- idenri f led application enters the instant amendment 
under 11 CFR §1. 116(b) after FINAL F:EJECTION) is 
ant ic.i}jated under the provisions C'f 35 dSC §102 or 
reject atile as o^ivious to one having (jrdinary skill in the 
art under the provisions of 3 5 (JSC §103 (a). Furthermore, 
App'lic-ants alscj submit that all of the said pending claims 
n':-w satisfy the requirements of 35 USC §111, Thus, 
AjC'pliirants believe that all of said p-ending claims are now 
in allijwable f'jrm; and that the abiDve-ident 1 f led 
aii'plicat ic'n is in ccTiditicin for rillc-wance . 

If, hC'wever, the Examiner believes that there are 
any unrescd.ved issues requiring adverse action (that is, 
U'l-n-al I'jwaljility c-f any of the said p-ending claims or 
U'jn-entry of the instant amendment) the Examiner is 
respectfully requested tc- cc-ntact Arthur L. Liberman at 
(732) 2 91-9434 or FAX number (732) 372-1305 or via e-mail 
at alibermanlgmonmC'Ut h . C'jm SC' that appropriate arrangements 
can ho made for resolving such issues as expeditiously as 
pC'Ssihtle . 
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status of piending claims; and relat icinship thereof to 
previ ously-piresented claims 

E'revi'jusly-f)resented rejected claims 61, 71, 83 
and 3:' nave Ijeen canceled with'jut replacement and without 
pre j U'lli'i'e . 

E'levi'jusly-f-resented >::laims 62-66, 68, 72, 74, 
75, 7 7 , S2 (all rejected) and 3 4 (objected to as being 
dependent on a rejected claim) previC'Usly dependent on 
rejei::oed claim 61 have tjeen replaced by newly-presented 
claims 3 3-9 6, 93, 100 and 101, now dependent on 
newly-presenred claim 37 which replaces 

P'l evi'jusly-piesented al I c'wed clarm 73 . The newly-presented 
claim 3 7 is identical zo ji'revic'usly-p'resented allowed 
claim 73 with the excep'ti'i-n that the last phrase therein: 
''wherein the polyester <::omponent is based on a ranciom 
cc'pijlymer" has t-sen ''redacted^) 

Pi evic'usly-pi esented allowed claims 67, 69, 70, 
7 9 and 30 have loeen retained in the case without change. 

Previc'Usly p'resented allowed claim 73 has been 
replaced by newly-presented claim 36. Newly-presented 
claim 3 6 is identical zo p'reviously-presented claim 7 3 with 
the exception that in the last phrase therein: ''(ii) 
react in':j a pC'lynier which is a rand-jm copolymer with said 
first react ic'n p'Toduct" the words: "which is a random 
C'jp'jlymer" have ijeen reda^rted.^ 

t'revi::>usly-f)resented rejected claim 76 has been 
rep)lacea by newly-presented cisiim 97 which has been maae 
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dependent on newly-presented claim 87 which, in turn, 
replaces allowed claim 78 as indicated supra. 

Re^^r i ::t ic)n F^e-qui rement 

In '311 on page 2 of the Office Action of April 1, 
20G3, previciusly-presented claim 3 3 was held to be subject 
t-j a r ^rscr ict iion requirement under 37 CFR §1,142 (b) 
anci MF'EF' §821. C3. PreviC'US ly-p resented claim 8.3 nas tieen 
cancel lea; ana irs withdrawal is not being contested. ^' 

(riaim C'l:' j ect ic'ns 

In the Office Action c.f April 1 , 200 3, 
previc'usly-presented process claim 84 was objected to as 
h>eing dependent c^n a rejected claim (that is, 
previously-presented claim 61, nijw canceled without 
r eplaC'E^ment ) . ITie said process claim 34 has now been 
replaC'E^iii with newly-presented claim 101 which is dependent 
on new 1 y-ptresented claim 87. Claim 87 replaces 
previcusly-p'resent ed allc-wed claim 78 with the exceptic-n 
that the last p^nrase therein: ''wherein the polyester 
cc-mpc-nent is based c^n a rand-jm copolymer"" has been 
I edacted . 

It is Applicants' contention that there is no 
reason, ijased c^n the teachings of. the pri^jr art, that this 
claim should be limited tci rand-jm copcilymers; which covers 
a p>ref erred embodiment. 
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Re j ect i'jns 



A, r-.e] ect ions under 3 5 USC 



§112 



In 53 



on page 2 



:'f the (Jffice Action of April 1, 



200 :., r^reviously-presenr ed claim 85 was the only claim 
rejected under 35 U3C §112. Pi~evi'jusly-presented claim 85 
has Ijeen cancelled wirhou:: replacement . 

E;. F. ejections under 35 U3C §102 (b) and 35 USC §10 3 (a) 



Actim jf A.pril 1, 200 ?, p^ieviously-presented claims 61-66, 
68, 7 1, 72, 74-77, 31, 82 and -^S were rejected over the 
Ambrose, 'juay, and de Gri^c^t (in view of Cohn) references. 
Claim 61, 7 1 and 8 5 have been canceled without rep^lacement . 
Claims dependent t:herec>n, to wit: claims 62-66, 72, 74, 75, 
77, I and 32 have been replaced by claims 88-96 
and 5-:'- 101, new dependent on claim 87. Claim 87 replaces 
allc'wed claim 73 and is identical to allc-wed claim 78 with 
the except i'jn tnat the last phrase therein: ''wherein the 
polyester C'jmpcinent is basea on a random copolymer" has 
been re-iact ed . 

Als'j, claim 76 has loeen replaced by 
newl y-p'resented claim 07 which has been made dependent on 
new 1 y-pir esented claim 37, discussed supra. 

As stated supra, it is Applicants' contention 
that there is no reason, based on the teachings of the 
c^ r 1 ; r art, that this :* 1 a i m s h i- ■ 1 1 d t' e 1 i m i t e d t o rand otci 
copolymers; which covers a preferred embc-diment . 



In T?.4-ll 



on pages j>, 



4 and 5 C'f the (Office 




Allciwable Subject Matter 

In §j of the ''(Jffice Action Summary" which is 
page 1 of the Office Action of April 1, 2003, it is 
indicated that claims 67, 69, 70, 73, and 78-80 are 
al lijweci . 

Previously-presented claims 67, 69, 70, 79 and 80 
have been retained in the abC've-identif led application 
with'jut any changes. 

Pr evic'usly-present ed claim 73 has been replaced 
by newly-presented claim b 6 . 

As stated supra, newly-presented claim 86 is 
identical tc- jC'reviously-presented claim 73 with the 
excep'tic'n that in the last phrase therein: ''(ii) reacting a 
pijlymer which is a random copolymer with said first 
leactic^n p'rc'duct" the words: "which is a random copolymer" 
have tieen redacted, 

PreviC'Usly-presented claim 73 has been replaced 
k^y newly-presented claim 87, 

As stated supra, the newly-presented claim 87 is 
i'lentical to p^reviously-presented allowed claim 78 with the 
except i'jn that the last phrase therein: "wherein the 
polyester compionent is based on a random copolymer" has 
been redacted . 
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As stated supra, it is App)licants' contention 
that there is no reason, t)ased on the teachings ot the 
pricir art, that the newly-piresented claims 86 and 87 should 
t-e limited to randc-m cc-pcdyme rs ; where said limitation 
covers a p^ref erred embC'diment as set fourth in the 
sr:)ecif ir.at ion of the aijc-ve-ident if led application . 

C' jnclus iC'U 

Thus, Ap^pdicanrs respectfully submit that none of 
tne pending claims presently in the application (assuming 
tnat the instant amendment after FINAL REJECTION is entered 
ii^y the ;L>:aminer) is anLicipated under the p'rovisii^ns 
ot lb IJ'SC §102 or is <jhvic'us to C'ue having ordinary skill 
in the art un^ler 35 USC: §103 (a). Furthermore Applicants 
I esji-e ::t f ul ly submit that each of the said pending claims 
nC'W fully satisfies the requirements of 35 USC §112. 

Airc^i-rdingly , entry of the instant amendment 
under 3.7 CFR §1. 116(b) after FINAL REJECTION is 
lespect fully s<jlicited since the instant amendment either: 

(a) Places tne abc^ve- identified application in 
ccTiditi'jn fc-r allowance, or 

(k)) Places the ab'jve-identif ied application in t»etter 
C'onditi'jn fc-r appeal. 

In summary, Ap'pdicants believe that each of said 
P'enciinq claims is pi resent ly in conditic'n f'jr allc-wance. 
Accjrdingly, entry jf the instant amenament after FINAL 
F.EJECTI'JN, reconsideratic-n of the above-identified 
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Aftplicat iijn and its swift passage tci issue are earnestly 
sc'I ic i ted . 

Respect ful 1 y submitted, 



June 30, 1005 




Arthur L, Litierman 
F'.eg, No. 22, 698 
Customer No. 007 2 65 
(732) 291-9434 



MICHAELSOIi & WALLACE 
CC'Unselijrs at Law 
Parkway lu9 (Office Center 
318 Newman Springs Road 
E' . I J . E'lOX 8 4 8 9 

Red Bank, Mew Jersey 07701 

CERTIFICATE OF MAILING under 37 CFR §1 . 8 (a) 

I hereby certify that this correspondence is being 
deposited on July 1, 2003 with the United States Postal 
Service as first class mail, with sufficient f'ostage, in an 
envelope addressed to Mail Stop AF, Commissioner for 
Parents, P.C. Box 1450, Alexandria, Virginia 22313-1450. 




signature f'eg. No. 
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